This article describes data of effect sizes in studies on an association between theory of mind (ToM) and popularity. The data included 1946 children from 17 studies (22 effect sizes). The data are suitable for and were subjected to meta-regression to compare effect sizes of an interaction group (ToM was assessed in person) with that of non-interaction (ToM was assessed by computer). 
Experimental design, materials, and methods

Design, materials, and methods
The electronic databases, Psych INFO and Google Scholar were searched for relevant articles in March 2017. Search terms were as follows: "popularity," "sociometric," "peer acceptance," "peer likability," "peer rejection," "peer status," "peer evaluation," "peer nomination," "peer relations," "ToM," "mindreading," "mentalizing," "false belief," "mental representations," "mind understanding," and "mental states" as used in a previous meta-analysis [18] . The Japanese database, J-STAGE, was also used to collect articles in Japanese. Citation search was also conducted.
The following inclusion criteria were used (criteria (i) to (iii) followed previous meta-analysis [18] ): (i) Only healthy preschool or school-aged children under 10 years could participate; (ii) ToM had to be assessed by more than one of false-belief understanding, hidden emotion, affective perspective-taking, or faux pas tasks; (iii) Sociometric or perceived popularity had to be assessed by a peer or a teacher; (iv) Effect size(s), N and gender ratio must be reported or convertible. An association between ToM and popularity was evaluated by Pearson correlation coefficient or r. If multiple coefficients were reported in a study, these were synthesized into one coefficient unless a study has multiple age groups; (v) Measures of ToM have to be identifiable (computer or person). Coding is organized based on whether ToM was assessed by computer or in person such as researcher and experimenter. Studies assessing ToM by computer are categorized as a non-interaction group and those assessing ToM in person are categorized as an interaction group; (vi) Peer-reviewed articles were from publication in either English or Japanese.
Meta-analysis
Random-effects meta-regression was employed. The statistical software Stata 15.0 was used for all data analysis. The meta-regression algorithm was implemented by using version 2.6.1 of the metareg command [19] . Publication bias was assessed by using version 4.1.0 of the metabias command [20] .
Specifications Table   Subject Developmental and Educational Psychology Specific subject area Theory of mind Type of data 2 res ¼ 30.82%. To overcome the small sample size which increases the chance of a false-positive (type I) error, permutation analysis was implemented. The result was marginally significant (p ¼ .083). The result of Egger's test showed that publication bias was non-significant (p ¼ .735).
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